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CHARLES T. RUSSELL

CHILD MOLESTER

But it is a matter of fact that no one was ever pro-
duced who gave testimony against the moral character of
Pastor Russell. To his dying day he was able to say, what
probably very few men aside from our Lord could say, that
he had lived a life of absolute celibacy.

(W.E. VanAmburgh--WTBTS Sec./Treas.}

I told him that I had something very serious to tell him
about this matter, and he said, "What is it", and I said,
"Rose has told me that you have been very intimate with
her, that you have been in the habit of hugging and kiss-
ing her and having her sit on your knee and fondling each
other, and she tells me you bid her under no account to
tell me, but she couldn't keep it any longer. She said if
I was distressed about it she felt she would have to come
and make a confession to me, and she had done that.

{Maria F. Russell, wife of Charles T. Russel})

His course of conduct toward his wife evidenced such
insistent egotism and extravagant self-praise that it would
be manifest to the jury that his conduct towards her was
one of continual arrogant domination, that would necessar-
ily render the life of any sensitive Christian woman a bur-
den and make her condition intolerable.

{Opinion of the Superior Court of Pennsylvania)
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CHARLES TAZE RUSSELL--CHILD MOLESTER

It is a most serious charge to claim that the founder of the movement
which evolved into the Jehovah's Witnesses was a child molester. However, the
evidence is adequate to support that conclusion. It has often been debated
whether Russell had committed adultery with one Rose Ball, but what exactly
was his relationship with this young girl? The following analysis is presented as
a point/counterpoint based on the claims of the modern-day Watchtower Society
versus the actual court testimony of Russell's ex-wife, Maria. The evidence is
taken from the 1975 Yearbook of Jehovah's Witnesses, pp. 69 & 70 and the 1906
Russell v. Russell divorce case, and other primary documents.

The "Jellyfish" story was one of the most interesting to be revealed during
the divorce trial. The story invoived the question of Russell's sexual morality.
Was he a child molester? Was he indiscreet in his relationship with a 15-year-
old girl while married to Maria? The Society's rendition of the Jellyfish story
is as follows:

NOT IMMORAL

As though the strain of Russell's marital difficulties was not
enough, his foes stooped to making scurrilous charges against him to
the effect that he was immoral. These deliberate falsehoods cen-
tered around a so-called "jellyfish" story., During the trial in April
1906, Mrs. Russell testified that a certain Miss Ball told her that
C.T. Russell had once said: "l am like a jellyfish. 1 float around
here and there. [ touch this one and that one, and if she responds
I take her to me, and if not 1 float on to others." On the witness
stand C.T. Russell emphatically denied the "jellyfish" story, and all
this matter was stricken from the court record, the judge saying in
his charge to the jury: "This little incident about this girl that was
in the family, that is beyond the ground of the libel and has nothing
to do with the case." ,

The girl in question came to the Russells in 1888 as an orphan
about ten years old. They treated her as their own child and she
kissed both Mr. and Mrs. Russell good night each evening when retir-
ing. {Court Record, pages 90 and 91} Mrs. Russell testified that the
alleged incident occurred in 1894, when this girl could not have been
more than fifteen years old. (Court Record, page 15) After that Mrs.
Russell lived with her husband for three years and was separated
from" him for about seven years more before filing suit for separation
In her bill for separation no reference was made to this matter.
Though Miss Ball was then living and Mrs. Russell knew where, she
made no attempt to procure her as a witness and presented no state-
ment from her. C.T. Russell himself could not have had Miss Ball
present to testify because he had no notice or intimation that his
wife would bring such a matter into the case. Furthermore, three
years after the alleged incident, when Mrs. Russell had called to-
gether a committee before whom she and her husband discussed cer-
tain - differences, the "jellyfish" story was never éven intimated. In
the suit for separate maintenance, Mrs. Russell's attorney had said:
"We make no charge of adultery." And that Mrs. Russell actually
never believed her husband was guilty of immoral conduct was shown
by the record (page 10), Her own counsel asked Mrs. Russeli: "You




don't mean that your husband was guilty of adultery? She answered:
"NO."

(1975 Yearbook of Jehovah's Witnesses, pp. 69-70). (PHOTO p. 10)
POINTS: |

a. Russell denied the incident took place.

b.- The judge struck Maria's testimony regarding the incident from the
court record.

¢. Ten years after the alledged "Jellyfish" incident, Maria filed for a
divorce. Why did she wait so long if she considered it important?

d. In the bill for separation no reference was made to the "Jellyfish"
incident.

e. Maria knew where Rose Ball was living and therefore could have had
her testify in her behalf.

f. Three years after the incident (1897), Maria failed to bring up the
"Jellyfish" incident to a committee of Bible Students. If it had really hap-
pened, why didn't she mention it as that time?

g. Her attorney, in the Appeal suit said, "We make no charge of adultery."
h. Maria did not believe Russell was guilty of immoral conduct.

i.  Her own counsel asked her if she believed him guilty of "adultery"--she
said, "No."

ANALYSIS OF THE SOCIETY'S CLAIMS:

a. True, Russell denied calling himself a "Jellyfish™ "No sir, [ never
made use of such an expression. I hope I don't look idiotic enough to say
that. In my opinion any man that claims to be a jellyfish would have no
sense at all. | would like to be given credit for having some backbone.”
(Court Record, p. 138). (PHOTO p. 14}

b. True, the "Jeilyfish" incident had no bearing on the divorce suit. It is
also true that the judge's statement had no bearing on the veracity of her
charge, whether the incident occurred or not. The reason why the testi-
mony was stricken from the record is because the incident occurred in
1894. The judge would only accept testimony about incidents which occur-
red after 1897. The court record states: "Counsel for respondent moves
the Court to strike out the testimony of the witness in relation to the
alleged misconduct between Mr. Russeil and this girl, Rose Ball, which she
says she discovered in 1894, the libel specifically charging that the of-
fenses of which she complains began in. 1897. By the Court: You have
not mentioned that in .the libel. 1 will grant motion and- strike out that
testimony. You must begin your testimony about seven or eight years ago."
(Court Record, pp. 19-20). , (PHOTOS pp. 15-16)

 EEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEED




¢. As to why Maria waited for 10 years to file for a divorce, we can
only speculate., Many people file for divorce after several years of mari-
tal difficuliies. In her case, it has already been shown that she filed for
divorce because of not being financially supported by her husband. (Court
Record Appeal, pp. 127-130). She also claimed fear that he would cut her
off without support as early as 1895. (Court Record Appeal, p. 130). This
is a possible reason for her not filing for divorce at that time. Perhaps
she desired to reconcile their differences, at least until 1897, the year in
which she left. Even after 1837, she claimed to have attempted reconcili-
ation. {PHOTOS pp. 17-20)

d. Even though the "Jellyfish" incident was not mentioned in the bill for
separation, it is apparent that Maria and her attorney felt it important
enough to bring into the case, as her testimony shows.

e. Maria probably knew where Rose Ball lived. She had married E.C. Hen-
nings, former Watchtower Secretary, and moved to Australia. {W, 2/15/1900,
p. 54; Court Record, pp. 66-67). It would have been rather inconvenient
and expensive for her to testify. Also, as the general evidence for her
case was very strong, she didn't need Rose's testimony to secure a divorce.
Also, it is interesting that Russell criticized Rose for probably being re-
sponsible for turning Rose's husband against Russell, (W, 9/15/09, p. 277).

(PHOTOS pp. 21-24)
f. There was no reason for Maria to bring up the "Jellyfish" incident to
a Bible Student committee. The meeting had been held for the purpose of
reconciliation with her husband. Why aggravate the situation? Undoubted-
ly, the incident was too embarrassing to mention at the time.

g. True, the (iegal) charges against Russell did not include adultery, but
rather Maria claimed he committed sexual immorality.

h. On the contrary, Maria did feel Russell was guilty of "immoral con-
duct." This is very apparent from a reading of her testimony. She cer-
tainly would not have mentioned the "Jellyfish" incident if she didn't feel
it immoral. Her court testimony reveals the following:

1. Russell committed indignity{s) with Rose Ball. {p. 10¥PHOTO p. 25)
2. Maria objected to his being with Rose and the servant girl alone.
She said, "We have people about the house, and what kind of a
name will be attached to this house if you do that kind of thing' and
he got angry." (p. 13). (PHOTO p. 26)
"Q--You state that you found him doing this at other times. How
often after that? A. 1 found him a number of times; 1 don't remem-
ber how often. Q--In her room? A--Yes sir. And ! found him in
the servant girl's room as well, and I found him locked in the ser-
vant girl's room. Q--Did he make any explanation why he was in
the girl's room? A--No, he did not; he just got angry." (p. 14).
3. She was concerned that Russell had Rose with him alone in his
office until late at night. (p. I3). (PHOTOS pp. 27-28)
4. Rose Ball told Maria that: ". . . Mr. Russell at various times
embraced and kissed her; that he called her his little wife and jelly-
fish, and told her that a man's heart was so big he could love a
dozen women, but a woman's heart was so small she couid only love




properly one man; that after receiving this statement from Rose Balt,
the plaintiff told her husband that, and he admitted that it was
true." (p. 16} (PHOTO p. 29)
5. Maria was so upset about Rose's admission that she could hardly
control her feelings: ™l told him that | had learned something that
was very serious, and | didn't tell him right away. I let a day elapse,
until { felt I had control of myself and could talk, and then I told
him that | had something very serious to tell him about this matter,
and he said, 'What is it', and I said, 'Rose has told me that you have
been very intimate with her, that you have been in the habit of hug-
ging and kissing her and having her sit on your knee and fondling
each other, and she teils me you bid her under no account to tell
me, but she couldn't keep it any longer. She said if I was distressed
about it she felt she would have to come and make a confession to
me, and she had done that.™ (pp. 17-18). (PHOTOS pp. 30-31)
6. She said Russell admitted the affair with Rose: "He tried to
make light of it at first, and ! said, 'Husband, you can't do that. 1
know the whole thing. She has told me straight, and I know it to be
true.' Well, he said he was sorry; it was true, but he was sorry. He
said he didn't mean any harm. 1 said, 'l don't see how you could do
an act like that without meaning harm.”™ {p. 18). ~ (PHOTO p. 31)
7. She said Rose admitted intimacy with him at his office and at
home: "She says they occurred down at the office when she stayed
down there with him in the evenings after the rest had gone, and at
home at any time when I wasn't around." {(p. 18). (PHOTO p. 31)
8. She related how Rose objected to his intimacy with her: "She
said one evening when she came home with him, just as she got in-
side the hall, it was late in the evening, about eleven o'clock, he put
his arms around her and kissed her. This was in the vestibule before
they entered the hall, and he called her his little wife, but she said,
'l am not your wife', and he said, 'l will call you daughter, and a
daughter has nearly all the privileges of a wife." (pp. 18-19). (P. 31-32)
9. She said Rose admitted the "Jellyfish" comment happened at that
time. When Maria confronted Russell with Rose's statement to her,
he admitted he had said it: "I am like a jelly fish. I float around
here and there. 1 touch this cne and that one, and if she responds,
I take her to me, and if not, 1 float on to others', and she wrote
that out so that I couid remember it for sure when I would speak to
to him about it. And he confessed that he said those things." (p. 19}
(PHOTQ p. 32)
f. True, Mrs. Russell did not accuse C.T. Russell of adultery, rather of
sexually immoral conduct with Rose Ball. Today we call this immoral con-
duct CHILD MOLESTATION.
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earnestly to the Lord on your behalf,” and he also
sought to aid her. Among other things, he wrote: “I
will not burden you with accounts of my sorrow, nor
attempt to work upon your sympathies by delineating
my emotions, as I from time to time run across your
dresses and other artieles-which bring vividly before
my mind your former self—so full of love and sym-
pathy and helpfuiness—the spirit of Christ. My heart
¢ries out, ‘Oh that I had buried her, or that she had
buried me, in that happy time.! But evidentlgr the trials
and testings were not sufficlently advanced. . . . OGh,
do consider prayerfully what I am about to say. And
be assured that the keen edge of my sorrow, its
poi%nancy, is not my own loneliness for the remainder
i life’s journey, but your fall, my dear, youwr ever-
lasting loss, so far cs I can see.”

NOT IMMORAL

As though the strain of Russell’'s marital difficulties
was not enough, his foes stooped to making scurrilous
charges against him to the effect that he was im-
moral. These deliberate falsehoods centered around
a so-cailed “Jeliyfish” story. Duzing the trlal in April
1906, Mrs. Russell testiflied that a certain Miss Rall
told her that C. T. Russell had once sald: “I am like
a jellyfish. I float around here and there, I touch this
one and that one, and if -she responds I take her to
me, and if not I float on to others.” On the witness
stand C. T. Russell emphatically denied the “jellyfish”
story, and all this matter was stricken from the
court record, the judge saying in his charge to the
jury: “This little incident about this gir] that was in
the family, that is beyond the pround of the libel
and has nothing to do with the case”

The girl in question came to the Russells in 1888
as an orphan about ten years old. They treated her
as their own child and she kissed both . and Mrs.
Russell good nig(})xt each evening when retiring. (Court
Record, pages and %1) Mrs. Russell testified that
the alleged incident occurred in 1894, when this girl
could not have been more than ffteen years oid.
(Court Record, page 15) After that Mrs. Russell lived
with her husband Ior three years and was separated
from him for about seven years more before filing
suit for separation. In her bill for separation no rei-
erence was Inade to this matter. Though Miss Ball was
then living and Mrs. Russell kmew where, she made
no attempt to procure her as a witness and presented
na statement from her. C. T. Russell himse!f could not
have had Miss Ball present to testify because he had
no notice or Intimation that his wife would bring

a.
b.

70 Yearbook

such a matter into the case. Furthermore, three years
after the alleged incident, when Mrs. Russell had
called together a committee before whom sht.: and he}:
husband discussed certain differences, the “jellyfish
story was never even intimated. In the suit for _sepa‘rate
maintenance, Mrs. Russell’'s attorney had said: ‘We
make no charge of adultery.”” And that Mrs. Russell
actuglly never helieved her husband was guilty of
immoral conduct was shown by the record (page 10).
Her own counsel asked Mrs. Russell: “You dor't mean
that your husband was guilty of adultery?” She
answered: “No.”

Throughout the trialsome perlod of Charles Taze
Russell's domestic difficulties and the related hard-
ships, Jehovah sustained him by means of the holy
spirit. God continued to use Russell dpnng those
years, not only to write material for Zion's Watch
Tower, but to discharge other weighty duties and to
pen three volumes of Millennial Dawn (or Studies
in the Scriptures). How encouraging this {s to Chris-
tians today as they %o on deing the divine will though
beset by various trials! Especially heartening to Jesus’
faithful anointed followers are these words of James:
“Happy is the man that keeps on enduring trial, be-
cause on hecoming approved ne will receive the crown
of life, which Jehovah promised to those who con-
tinue loving him."—Jas, 1:12

MIRACLE WHREAT
Foes of C. T. Russell used not only his domestic

his enemies have charged that he sold a great guantity
of ordinary wheat seed under the name of “Miracle
Wheat” at one dollar per pound, or sixty dollars per

‘an enormous personal

bushel. They have held that from this Russell realized
rofit. However, these charges
;are absolutely false. at are the facts?

¢ In 1904 Mr. K. B. Stoner noticed an unusual plant
growing {n his garden In Fincastle, Virginia, It turned
out to be wheat of an uncommon kind, The plant had
142 stalks and each bore a head of fully matured wheat.
In 1906 he named it “Miracle Wheat.” Eventually others
obtained and grew it, enjoying extraordinary yields.
In fact, Miracle Wheat won prizes at several ~fairs.
C. T. Russell was very Interested in anything related
to the Biblical predictions that ‘““the desert shall re-
joice, and blossom as the rose” and “the earth shall
vield her increase.” (Isa. 33:1; Ezek. 34:27, AV) On
November 23, 1907, H. A. Miller, Assistant Agricul-
turalist of the United States Government, filed in the

Department of Agriculture a report commending this

1975 Yearbook of Jehovah's Witnesses, pp. 69-70

10

affairs but other “weapons” against him. For instance, -
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4 |1 hereby certify that &8 the Official Reporter of |

~ the Cou¥t ihe Pommon Pleas ¥o. 1 of Allegheny County, Pennsjlvan-

la, T co*nvtly tock the stenographic notes of testimony in

i
tha above'nfifled cauee nf Warig ., Russell by her next f
friend, Emma H. Russell vs Charles T. Rusaell at ¥o, 459

June Term‘/4%h3, and that the foragotng pﬁaee gontain a full;

f
|
%
gnd corre¢ traenscript of all my eBaid notes, |
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Official Reporter, |
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j The foregoing notes of teatimony, wit

objeotionsito the admission or rejection therar’
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; I¥ THF COURT oF COMIoN PLTAS 0. 1 OF ALLFGHENY COUNTY, PA.

|

Maria P, Russell,
by her next friend,
Fmna H, Russell

: vs No. 459, June Term, 190&5

Charles 7T, Russell .,

Before Honorable ¥, H, Collier, P, 7.,

and a Jury,

’ ' Pittsburgh, Pa,, April 23, 1906,

i APRPEFARANCT S

For Libellant:~ S, . Porter and D. F. Patterson, Fags.

For Respdhdent:-J. MoJ, Carpentsr and w, ﬁ.rMcJunkin, Fegs,

, . Jury Sworn,

Adjournad,

i3




138
Charlaos Russell

Ho siv, T never made use of aueh an expreasion., I hbpe I

don't ldok idiotic =znouph to say that. 1In ney opinion any

man that claims to be a jellyfish wonld have no sense at

8ll. T womld like to bo riven erodit ror havins some back-

bona.,

I ask vou arsalin whether you can reecall any ingtaree at all
in vour exparionae with Mrs. Russell, that vou congciously
attémpted L0 wound or hurt nar in auy way,'or hﬁmbla her
before the peopla?

T never did.

It was allosnd here that one ¢l the mati{ars of allered ine

Adonity wrs that sou rafusad to rsive her somz of her parsopnal

belonminmg, liava vaa a liat of the thiinre vou mave higr?

I didn'* knovr anovt the list, I had lformottew apbout it watiy
I was ramiﬂdﬁdllast evenine that tiers was snich a8 lisg,

Yo have i1t in vour hand. The lady who tock it down, tha
stwnoqraphﬁr; callad mr attantion to it.

Thage arn the thir~s shs rot?

( Sxlyinit No.l shown witnass, )

9: Ts thds thn ligt?

Russell vs. Russell, 1906, p. 138

14




Eala il

Yra, Huasell 18

w3 she mob Ansddae tha ball, 4% was late in the evening,
souk alavan o'elock, he pat his arms arond her and kissad
“sr. This was in the vestibule baTore they entered the
huil, wid bz callod her his little wife, but she sald,

"I am not'ycur'wife", and he suid;'"I will call you duugh-

tor, swloa d&uﬁhtlrthﬁ nearly all the privileges ¢7 o wife®
Al what other torms woare usaed?

Then ke said, "I am like o Jelly fish., I float around here
wal theres I touch this one and that one, and Af she re-
sponds, I tuks har te m2, and i not, I float oa to others®,
Jul sha wrote ti.t out =o that I could romembor it f{or sure
K

witgn I would speal to him about 1t., And he ounfessed that

it? sald these things,

Counaal for respondent wmoveg tha Court te

atrike out tha testimony of the witness in

relidion to the allegsd mlsocnduct betwsen

Mr, Rusaell and thls pgirl, Rose Ball, which

sve, s.ys sha |iscoversd in 1894, the libel

gpecifiecally charging that the offsnoes

of which she complains began ian 1897,

By tine Courti- You nnve not mentioned that

in tiho lival, T will grant the moticon

Russell vs. Russeill, 1906, p. 18

15




Mrs. Rusaell .20

and atrike out that tesatimony, You must

bagin your tastimony ahout s3evon or

sight years ago.

Bill of oxceptions aealed for 1libellant,
(STMAT.)
By Kr., Partar:
This sult was brousht by you in April, 1903, and we will be
comp2llad to conTinn fhe fastimony to what has happened
subsaouent to April, 1INSS, a £ dnys onn woy or tho other

13 notmuterial,

‘By tha Court:- We will 21low you leaway of
‘a year if vou want,
By ¥r, Tortor:
U Pagin in Jamuiry, 10604, Djd Ure Pussoll ond Yol aver dian
csuss this Rose Ball mattnr after say Jonuary 1, 1896, did
it t‘:var come 119

A Yos 3ir,

it

ot was sald by reu oor year hustand in r2lation to this

~1rl Tese aftor Jamuer: 1, 1306, anl whare?

Objected to as Incompatant and irrelevant,

helne a mere attem:t to reintroduce the

Russel! vs. Russell, 1906, p. 20
' 16




127,

i
QkWhat‘vas the price of these hymn books, lirs. Russell?
i ,

AJI think 50 cents; llrs., Vare could tell you better abouit that

EE o ,
.:than I, but 1 am pretty sure it was 50 cents.

| .
. Qdlrge Russell, aftcr.you ceparated from your husband in llov-
i -
{
i
;

ember, 1897, where did yqu:go to live?

|H :

AT went to.my sister's.
it .

i - L '
QiAnd how long did you live with your sister?
i : : | '
AfA year and a half..
i
QiDid you receive any support from your husband during that year
i ' ' '

I R
hand . a-half?

Aillone: vhatever. ..

Q:At the expiratlon of the year and a half, wiich would be

S ST Y T

about.April, 1899, wvhere did you go to live?
Theﬁhgupe:ne;i door'tp my sister, which was owned by my

husband, whicih was left vacant, the tenant moved out and I

jwent In and took possession of it .and notified Mr. Russell I

lwas there.

ﬁ' e _ _

Qillow Lons did you live 1n that house?
e _ o

AﬁI.remginéd-ﬁhcre for four yéar;.
Q%Dﬁfing.thdse four yearé, did lIr, Russell contfibute gnythigg
o ; o —

'E%toiyour gunport, outside of permitting you to live in this
CE . )
fihouéc?-

L .
AtTTothiing.

Q;And_duriug Thoge four ycafs, how did you make a livelihood?
Russell vs. Russell, Appeal, 1907, p. 127 '
17
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126,

tI rentead furnl hed roomns,
‘i

QII believe durlnﬁ this:time lir, Russell gave you some furniture?

A !LYeS ’ uirq
QgAnd-that wouldmbring'us dovn now to April, 1903%?

AiYes, sir.. -

| ' X

i
Qi And did 3 you Weave that hou“e on Cedar avenue?
i

| .
A]On April 16, 1905,‘;r; Rusgell and these men who are with

?;him today came over 1o my housc, and with some others fron
] . -

i '

“ithe "office, they were persons .connccted with the Vatch Tovwer
[ . - ' :

] .

hsdciety-and also the Investment.Company@ and they came over
3

ﬂand took POSSCSglOH of the house, and turned me out of the

i hou 3@y he kept.the. furnlturc and even retaincd my pocket

booL whiich catrried the: moncy that I had received from the rent

o
o
e X the 1Ioons

1
t
- . .
TR -~ Counscl for respondent rnotes objection to this hear-
i .
1
!

5oy ofthie matters of which we already have testi=-

A R me Ny in the divorce cas C. -
i K .

i

OlAnd uhcn'I‘hulicvu shortly aftcr that eviction from-this house
R -

'Jov instituted these prOﬂachn s for divorce?

R Lr also mivceedings inlthe court of Quarter Scssions for
S -
-gnan-supgort?

I.,

:
. .
,AP1C‘, sir.
R

2 ‘ _ ,
1Q5In viden: the ecourt sonitenced him to pay $40 a meonth?
Russell vs. Russell, Appeal, 1907, p. 128
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i _
A};Yes, sir.

s

Qﬂ‘ﬁhich ha.f* heen done Trom that time down until the present"

‘Q{Have you had any financicl'aid from your husband except
W .

i )
i?this $40 a month which you have. received since about April

l 1903, dovm to.the. pre..,cnf tine? -
I
Al lTonc vaatever.

Q IIr.,. Rusgsell, have you any means of your owm?
li

;Ai’Iiha.ve'- no means of ry own, excepting.a very small legacy from

Imy moL.hcr, just a few hundred dollars, and that hes i:elped
I

.,_=._.to eke out life with that §$40.a month which T have been living

. fon .,inc:e that time.  llother je=t died just bcfore I was

i
i
!
I
+

o

wevic ted: f1 o011 th'z't housc,

4 .
T

Q,‘I.I « .Russell, wrior:to. L.hc, tmve you Lef‘c your husbhand, did he
_ I_cv.q.r .propose a ;cpcrction?

AYes, sir.-

O

|
] R .
e ‘
,‘.’he.n was that?
o e

A Th% wa's‘ just before we moved down to the DBible llouse, It

"o in 16855,

Q And a'L the. t time vou were living .on Clitf'ton Avenue, Allegheny?
u .
A;;?fcs, Sir.

I

Q¢Did or aid noet I, Ru*"cll at. that time make any thres.t

- lto whet he vould do with his property unless you acceded to

Russell vs. Russell, Appeal, 1907, p. 129
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.
thisdemands?

S .
I

AJYes, gir,

N A ————

Q!What were they?
] =
AJHe pProposed that on the:ground of incompatihility that we
I| '

‘:;agree ‘to scparate, and if I would do so he would give me that
i i .

ﬁhouse in whieh we were living, ond when I broke down at the

i . - R

?sugmestion, he sald if 1 did-not apree to it, that I would

not get anything.

Q;Afterthis'proposed-separutionvand-threat, irs, TNussell, wvhere

chdid you go to live, you and your husband?
; ' ' :

AiVe moved down to the Bible llouse,

|
1
B
i
i
|
;
E
i
I

Q! At Uho.,e suggestion?
t
AaLr.JRussell's.
l- .
_Qlﬁnd I bellevc rou conuinued to:live there until the final
i. .

|separ&uion in Hovsmbor, 16)79
} -

A Ycu, 51r.

Q@And did wou coutinue 1o do work in the Bible House for ir,
: -
L

-t Russell?

AﬁYes; sir, doun to. the time I took sick; and after that)l kept

i

ién-with the work ol the time I was there.
Q.%he Tacy is, &8 T understond-it, from the time of the organiza-
;ﬁ ion of shiy hoﬁict&, and:downzto-the time of the final
_thucparvﬁiou betioen you, rou devoted your entire time to .

Russel! vs, Russell, Appeal, 1907, p. 130
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54 ZION'S WATCH TOWER AND

“tasted that the Lord is gracious,” May he always
abound as at present in the knowledge of the truth and
in its spirit of love for the Lord.

We have been in correspondence with the British
Postmaster General and find that the postal rates and
terms are less favorable there than we had expected
~less favorable than ours; but having gone thus far
we are not'yet discouraged—hoping for some good
results from a personal ingpection of the field anyway.
Brother Henninges will go direct to London, view the
situation and write us,—meantime awaiting our reply,

he will make a Filgrim” visit to various cities and’

towns where alfeady there are little gatherings of
Watch Tower rei&ers;- and this alone we believe will

{Atinannny, Pa,

justily, should the Landon “branch” proposition prove
te be infeasible, '

Of course, Sister Henninpes will aceon any her
husbmmn—aﬁ?%rﬁap-_ml?%r%m
WIS the Lord’'s work. We commend our dear
sister very highly to you all 2s a very earnest and
faithful child of God and servant of his cause; full of
the ‘spirit of self-sacrifice, and firm for every principle
of righteousnesa ay she discerns it. Sister Henninges
has .been a member of the Watch 'm

With her bros

A Yy Lod's Dlessing con-
these dear members of our family,
making them blessings in various ways to the house-

hold of faith across the great deep.

THE GOOD TIDINGS DISCRHEDITED.

—e———- FED. 25, —LUKE 14; I6~20,

* &t come wnts Aiz stom, and kir e receivad Aine 188, foAm £1s1,

EMEMBERING the proverb, “A prophet has
- 110 honor in his own country,” our Lord did
not begin his ministry in Nazareth, where al-
most twenty-eight years of his life had baen spent
and where consequently he was well known to the
people.  His ministry began in Judéa, and the peo-
ple of Nazareth undoubtedly heard considerable re-
specting the marvelous works and words of their sud-
denly notable fallow-citizen, before he came thither,
All this would be in their favor, and tend to prepare
them to receive Messiah ang his message, offsetting
the famifiarity which so frequently begets contempt.
Qur lesson shows that our Lord had been in the
habit of attending the religious services of the syt~

‘Bogue every Sabbath day, and intimates that it had

been his cusiom to do the reading of the Law-—which

. implied an education far beyond that of the majority

of his day., As synagogue-attendance was not strict-
1y 2 part of the Law, our Lord’s example in thus seek-
ing to associate as far a5 possible with the most relig-
ious peopie of his day, and his willingness to take

patt in the public services, are 2 leseon to his people”

everywhere, in harmony with the words of the Apostle

- that we should not forget the assembling of ourselves

together, as the manner of some is, for the Lord’s wor-
siip.—Hebrew x:23, ‘
The passage of Scripture read by our Lord from
the prophecy of Isaiah was quite probably the stated
Seripture lesson for that day, for it would appear that
it was a custom of the Jews to have Seripture read-
ings each Sabbath day, taking up various parts of the
Qid Testament Scriptures alternately. At all events,
the lesson read by our Lord js easily identified as a
Greek translation from Tsaiah 61. He read the first

verse of the chapter, and stopped reading in the mid-

die of the second verse, closed the roll, and returned
it to the servant having charge of the closet in which
the rolls were kept, and then, according to the cus-
tom of the time, ag an indication that he was ready to
make remarks, Tesus sat dows, How much of an
explanation of the Scriptures he gave his hearers we
are not definitely tald, but donbtiess he commented
hberﬂ}y .upon the various features of the prophecy,
sumnung up his remarks with that which is recorded,

Watchtower, 2/15/1900, p. 54

viz., that the prophecy was in process of fulfillment
at_that very moment. .

The audience, composed chiefly of his acquaint-
ances, had a mixed sentiment as respects him; with the
natural feeiing of irreverance for those with whom
we are intimately acquainted was blended another
feeling of pride in a fellow-citizen, who had attained
such renown; and as they listened to his exposition of
the prophex¥ they were filled with admiration, “and
all bear him witness, and wondersd at the gracious
words which proceeded out of his mouth.”  They
said within themselves and to each other, We have
never heard such wonderfully good tidings before in
our livey, and this from our neighbor, the carpenter,
Little did they realize, when thus admiring his gra-
cious message, that somethin would occur in 2 few
moments which would completely frenzy them, and
lead them 10 desire to murder the one who now de-
clared himself to be the fulfijller of this prophecy, the
Anointed of the Lurd, the Messiah, ready to give in
due time the blessings mentioned by the prophet.

The people of Nazareth were more -interested,
however, in the miracies of Jesus than in his claim to
be the Messiah. The miracles were practical, and
they could appreciate them, but his teaching that he
was the Messiah seemed farfetched, when they had
known him for o long as the son of Joseph, the car-
penter.  They therefore began to wonder, and pos-
sibilv to question, how soon he would do in Nazareth
some of the wonderful miracles done by him af Caper-
raum and elsewhere, of which they had heard. Know-
ing this to be the attitude of their mind, our Lord an-
ticipated their request for miracles, and explained that
they must not expect miracies from him—though they
evidently expected more miracles amongst his friends
than they had heard of his doing amongst strangers,
This made necessary a little explanation, which was
not at all Jattering to them.

Our Lord does niot say that he was not permitted
of the Father to do miracles at Nazareth, although
this iz implied in the fact that he did none, and im-
plied also in the explanations and illustrations which
he gave, . Doubtless he was guided in the matter by
certain principles governing his use of the power frony
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